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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-8, 10 and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Cromer et al. (Cromer), U.S. Publication No. 2004/0001467. 

Regarding Claims 1, 7 and 13-16, Cromer discloses a method of allocating 
bandwidths in a wireless LAN having a plurality of access points each using the same 
wireless technology for data communication with users, the method comprising the 
steps of: a) continuously monitoring bandwidth usage by each of the access points 
(102, 106, 110 and 1 14)(each access point monitor the bandwidth usage of each client 
by means of table 500 [0038]); and b) re-allocating bandwidth from a low bandwidth 
usage access point to a high bandwidth usage access point (if the aggregate 
bandwidth is equal or above the threshold, the redistribution flag is set and the access 
point can request client devices to be sent to another access point with available 
capacity, therefore, reallocating bandwidth of the new access point from a lower to 
higher bandwidth usage [0041] and [0044]). 
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Regarding Claims 2, 8 and 13-16, Cromer discloses wherein the access points 
each use the 802.1 1 wireless technology (the wireless network 120 utilize protocols set 
forth in IEEE 802.11 [0029]). 

Regarding Claims 4, 10, 13 and 15, Cromer discloses wherein step b) is such as 
to re-allocate a first sub-bandwidth associated with the low bandwidth usage access 
point to complement a second sub-bandwidth associated with the high bandwidth 
usage access point, and the method further comprises the step of expanding the 
coverage of a third access point using the third sub-bandwidth for data communication 
with the users of the access point previously operating under the first sub-bandwidth (if 
the aggregate bandwidth is equal or above the threshold, the redistribution flag is set 
and the access point can request client devices to be sent to another access point with 
available capacity. The requesting access point with the high bandwidth usage will be 
complemented by the receiving access point with the lower bandwidth and extra 
capacity [0041] and [0044]). 

Regarding Claims 6, 12, 14 and 16, Cromer discloses wherein step b) is such as 
to re-allocate at least one bandwidth channel from the low bandwidth usage access 
point to the high bandwidth usage access point (if the aggregate bandwidth is equal or 
above the threshold, the redistribution flag is set and the access point can request 
client devices to be sent to another access point with available capacity, therefore, 
reallocating bandwidth of the new access point from a lower to higher bandwidth usage 
[0041] and [0044]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3-6 and 9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cromer. 

Regarding Claims 3, 4, 9, 10, 13 and 15, Cromer discloses the method and 
wireless LAN as described above. Cromer does not specifically disclose wherein the 
802.1 1 wireless technology uses DSSS. However, Cromer does mention in the 
background of the invention that IEEE 802.1 1 RF transmissions use multiple signaling 
schemes at different data rates to deliver data packets between wireless systems. The 
latest IEEE 802.11 wireless LAN uses a band of frequencies near 2.4 Ghz for direct 
sequence spread spectrum (DSSS) transmissions [0009]. At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use multiple 
signaling schemes [0009]. 

Regarding Claims 5, 6, 11, 12, 14 and 16, Cromer discloses the method and 
wireless LAN as described above. Cromer does not specifically disclose wherein the 
802.1 1 wireless technology operates under FHSS. However, Cromer does mention in 
the background of the invention that IEEE 802.1 1 RF transmissions use multiple 
signaling schemes at different data rates to deliver data packets between wireless 
systems. The Bluetooth standard is a low cost short range of frequencies for its 
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frequency hopping spread spectrum (FHSS) transmissions as the IEEE 802.1 1 
standard [0009].. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to use systems employing IEEE 802.1 1 concurrently with 
other systems using the Bluetooth standard [0009]. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Qui et al., U.S. Publication No. 2003/0212787 discloses an adaptive allocation of 
last-hop bandwidth based on monitoring of end-to-end throughput. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shantell Portis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0886. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00am-3:30pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-7922. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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